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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed December 21 , 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

The applicant argues (Remarks, page 13) Abe et al. do not teach output 
instructions in a target language instructing a person who understands the target 
language to use non-verbal responses to respond to questions or phrases that are also 
output from the device in the target language. The applicant further argues that Abe et 
al.'s input/output only designates whether sign language is performed in right- 
handedness or left-handedness. In response to the argument, the examiner states that 
the references teach an input/output area designating which hand to perform the sing- 
language motion (col. 5, lines 2-4). Further the examiner would like to direct the 
applicant to column 6, line 59 through column 7, line 15 where the output is dependent 
on input keyword or phrase, and the use responds to the instructions of the output on 
how to properly sign the selected words or phrases. Moreover, the applicant's 
argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is 
noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., instructing a person who 
understands the target language to use non-verbal responses) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
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limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

The applicant argues (Remarks, page 15) Maruta et al. does not disclose, "text 
entered by a user" as amended to read in claims 37 and 43. This argument has been 
answered by the claim rejections below. 

In response to applicant's argument (Remarks, page 16) that the references fail 
to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., outputting in a target language the type of personal information 
described above, where the personal information is said to include name, age, birth 
date, current date and time, company affiliation, address, nationality, sex, marital status, 
customs, family, clothing preference and sizes, entertainment preferences, tourist 
preferences, professional background, educational background, hobbies, financial 
information, travel origination and destination, food preferences, ect.) are not recited in 
the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

The applicant argues (Remarks, page 17) that the step of "outputting the 
information from the communication device in a target language" is not disclosed by 
Rondel et al. In response to the argument, the examiner states that Rondel et al. teach 
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"personalizing" the cartridges to allow the translator to be able to pick out the voice of 
the user and not to respond to others, providing a different output from user to user; 
therefore, the output would be personalized by each user, and provide this information 
within the output. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action; 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-6, 8-11,14,16-18,20-22,24-27,30-31, and 33-35 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rondel et al. (4,984,177) in view of Abe et al. 
(5,544,050), in further view of Maruta et al. (5,606,498). 

As to claim 1 and 20, Rondel et al. teach: 

receiving one or more input commands in a communication device, (the user 
depressing any key to start the operation, col. 7, line 68, and col. 8, lines 1); 
Rondel et al. does not teach 

outputting instructions in a target language from the communication device in 
response to a received input command, the instructions requesting a non-verbal 
response to a phrase; 
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receiving a selection of the phrase from a list of phrases in a user's language; 

outputting the phrase in the target language from the communication device; 

However, Abe et al. teach, outputting instructions in a target language from the 
communication device in response to a received input command, the instructions 
requesting a non-verbal response to a phrase, (an output display which is able to 
display which hand to perform the sign language with, col. 5, lines 2-4). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input system of Rondel et al. with the instructions output 
of Abe et al. for improved efficiency in the learning processes, as taught by Abe et al. 
(col. 2, lines 61). 

Rondel et al. and Abe et al. do not teach: 

receiving a selection of the phrase from a list of phrases in a user's language; 
outputting the phrase in the target language from the communication device; 
However Maruta et al. teach: 

receiving a selection of the phrase from a list of phrases in a user's language (a 
number of phrases are stored in phrase memory, one of the phrases are then is 
displayed, col. 7 lines 42-45, col. 8, lines 13-15 ). 

outputting the phrase in the target language from the communication device 
(phrase is displayed, and if the Japanese-English button is pressed, the phrase is 
translated, col. 7, lines 3-6, and col. 8, lines 23-24). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the 
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instruction system of Abe et al., and with the phrase selection system of Maruta et al. to 
increase the ability of the method to find the desired phrase as taught by Maruta et al. 
(col. 1 , lines 60-62). 

As to claim 2 and 21 , Rondel et al. teach outputting all instructions in a set of 
instructions (instructions are displayed, col. 7, line 65). 

As to claim 3 and 22, Rondel et al. teach outputting a selection of instructions in 
a set of instructions (instructions are displayed to instruct the user to depress the any 
key, these instruction can also instruct the user to press on of the many other keys on 
the keypad such as the cursor keys, (col. 7, line 68, and col. 8, lines 12-15). It would be 
obvious the outputted instructions would have the ability to pick a set of keys to be 
pressed, creating a set of instructions). 

As to claim 4, Rondel et al. teach outputting to one of a speaker, built-in on 
screen display, external on screen display, wireless interface, universal serial bus, IEEE 
1394, infrared interface, and serial interface (a mounted display, a speaker, output data 
buses, col. 5, line 43, col. 6, line 8 and line 25 (respectively)). 

As to claim 5, Rondel et al. teach receiving one or more input command from one 
of a built-in button, external keyboard, internal microphone, wireless interface, universal 
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serial bus, IEEE 1394, infrared interface, and serial interface (input as control keys, a 
microphone, input data bus, col. 5 line 50, col. 6, line 9 and lines 24-25 (respectively)). 

As to claim 6, Rondel et al. do not teach the selection of instructions is based on 
the phrase. 

However, Abe et al. do teach the instructions are based on the phrase (the 
phrase is displayed in sign language, col. 5, lines 24-28). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input system of Rondel et al. with the instructions output 
of Abe et al. for improved efficiency in the learning processes, as taught by Abe et al. 
(col. 2, lines 61). 

As to claims 8 and 24, Rondel et al. teach: 

displaying a list phrase categories in the user's language, (a phrase subgroups 
are displayed associated to the selected phrase, which is in the user's language, col. 
15, lines 10-12). 

Receiving a selection of one of the phrase categories (phrase subgroup 
selections are made, col. 15, lines 17-18). 

As to claims 9 and 25, Rondel et al. do teach receiving a selection of a portion of 
the phrase from a secondary list, (language cartridges can be mounted and used in 
unison to combine phrases, col. 6, lines 33-36, and col. 10, lines 11-19). 
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As to claims 10 and 26, Rondel et al. teach: 

storing audio in the target langauge corresponding to the custom phrase (storing 
phrases by training the voice language translator to the user's voice, col. 10, lines 2-3, 
and lines 11-12). 

Rondel et al. and Abe et al. do not teach storing text in the user's language 
corresponding to a custom phrase. 

However, Maruta et al. do teach generating patters of characters of the readout 
phrases, and storing these patterns (col. 7, lines 10-11). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the 
instruction system of Abe et al., and with the phrase selection system of Maruta et al. to 
increase the ability of the method to find the desired phrase as taught by Maruta et al. 
(col. 1 , lines 60-62). 

As to claim 1 1 and 27, Rondel et al. teach: 

displaying a list of personal information fields in the user's language (a series of 
short phrases are saved in the memory "banks" depending on the user, col. 10, lines 
36-42). 

receiving data corresponding to one of the personal information fields (template 
is then compared to the stored user trained voice patterns of the proper banks, col. 13, 
lines 25-27). 
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As to claims 14 and 31 , Rondel et al. teach the instructions further comprise 
stating a purpose of the communication device, (the instructions inform the user that 
and how this device will translate the inputted phrase or sentence, col. 13 lines 1-4). 

As to claims 16 and 33, Rondel et al. do not teach how to respond to a request 
for directions. 

However, Abe et al. teach a sign language tool able to instruct a user how to 
communicate using sign language (col. 5, lines 25-30), the sign language is not limited 
to units of "word", but can accomplished in units of "sentence" (col. 6, lines 4-5), and the 
sign language is constructed by analysis of the input to provide for the understanding of 
the intention of the input utterance (col. 6, lines 25-33). It would be obvious to 
recognize a process, which can include three different types of sign-language 
(traditional, simultaneous, and American) would be able to display the user how to 
perform the movements for directions. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input system of Rondel et al. with the instructions output 
of Abe et al. for improved efficiency in the learning processes, as taught by Abe et al. 
(col. 2, lines 61). 

As to claims 17 and 34, Rondel et al. do not teach how to respond to a request 
for numbers. 
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However, Abe et al. teach a sign language tool able to instruct a user how to 
communicate using sign language (col. 5, lines 25-30), the sign language is not limited 
to units of "word", but can accomplished in units of "sentence" (col. 6, lines 4-5), and the 
sign language is constructed by analysis the input to provide for the understanding the 
intention of the input utterance (col. 6, lines 25-33). It would be obvious to recognize 
this process, which can include three different types of sign language (traditional, 
simultaneous, and American, col. 6, lines 4-17) would be able to display the user how to 
perform the movements for numbers. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input system of Rondel et al. with the instructions output 
of Abe et al. for improved efficiency in the learning processes, as taught by Abe et al. 
(col. 2, lines 61). 

As to claims 18 and 35, Rondel et al. do not teach how to respond to a request 
for time. 

However, Abe et al. teach a sign language tool able to instruct a user how to 
communicate using sign language (col. 5, lines 25-30), the sign language is not limited 
to units of "word", but can accomplished in units of "sentence" (col. 6, lines 4-5), and the 
sign language is constructed by analysis the input to provide for the understanding the 
intention of the input utterance (col. 6, lines 25-33). It would be obvious to recognize 
this process, which can include three different types of sign language (traditional, 
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simultaneous, and American) would be able to display the user how to perform the 
movements for time. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input system of Rondel et al. with the instructions output 
of Abe et al. for improved efficiency in the learning processes, as taught by Abe et al. 
(col. 2, lines 61). 

As to claim 30, Rondel et al. teach a headphone connector (a jack allows for an 
external earphone, col. 6, lines 9-10). 

4. Claims 7,12,13,15,19,23,28,29, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rondel et al. in view of Abe et al., and in view of Maruta et al. 
as in claims 1 and 20 above, and in further view of Hayashi et al. (6,321,188). 

As to claims 7 and 23, Rondel et al. Abe et al. and Maruta et al. do not teach: 
displaying a list of responses in the target language; and 
receiving a selection of one of the responses. 
However, Hayashi et al. teach; 

displaying a list of responses in the target language (a YES or NO response is 
possible, which are both displayed on the device, col. 1 1 , lines 48). 

receiving a selection of one of the responses (inputting the YES or NO, col. 1 1 , 
line 50). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the 
instruction system of Abe et al., with the phrase selection system of Maruta et al., and 
with the response selection system of Hayashi et al. to increase the ability to transmit a 
sentence displayed on the apparatus, as taught by Hayashi et al. (col. 2, lines 32-34). 

As to claims of 12 and 28, Rondel et al. Abe et al. and Maruta et al. do not teach: 
displaying a list of access categories and information fields; and 
receiving a selection to enable or disable one of the information fields for one of 
the access categories. 

However, Hayashi et al. teach; 

displaying a list of access categories and information fields (categories 
corresponding to the respective phrases are detected, col. 17, lines 33-35). 

receiving a selection to enable to disable one of the information fields for one of 
the access categories (a phrase is selected and the corresponding category is also 
displayed, col. 17, lines 35-37). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the 
instruction system of Abe et al., with the phrase selection system of Maruta et al., and 
with the category selection system of Hayashi et al. to increase the ability to transmit a 
sentence displayed on the apparatus, as taught by Hayashi et al. (col. 2, lines 32-34). 
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As to claims of 13 and 29, Rondel et al. and Abe et al. and Maruta et al. do not 

teach: 

receiving a selection of the access categories; and 
displaying the information fields that are enabled for the selected access 
category. 

However Hayashi et al. teach; 

receiving a selection of the access categories (receiving a category 
corresponding the selected phrase, col. 17, lines 35-37). 

displaying the information fields that are enabled for the selected access 
category (displaying the categories corresponding to the respective phrases, col. 17, 
lines 33-35). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the 
instruction system of Abe et al., with the phrase selection system of Maruta et al., and 
with the category selection system of Hayashi et al. to increase the ability to transmit a 
sentence displayed on the apparatus, as taught by Hayashi et al. (col. 2, lines 32-34). 

As to claims 15 and 32, Rondel et al, Abe et al, and Maruta et al. do not teach 
how to respond with a yes or no answer. 

However, Hayashi et al. teach a system that provides a buttons for YES and NO, 
cable of independently instructing yes and no which are simple phrases, (col. 7, lines 
10-13). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the 
instruction system of Abe et al., with the phrase selection system of Maruta et al., and 
the yes and no system of Hayashi et al. to increase the ability to transmit a sentence 
displayed on the apparatus, as taught by Hayashi et al. (col. 2, lines 32-34). 

As to claim 19, Rondel et al., Abe et al, and Maruta et al. do not teach, stating 
how to choose from a list of possible answers. 

However, Hayashi et al. teach providing buttons for YES or NO responses to the 
input, (col. 7, lines 10-13). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the 
instruction system of Abe et al., with the phrase selection system of Maruta et al., and 
the yes and no system of Hayashi et al. to increase the ability to transmit a sentence 
displayed on the apparatus, as taught by Hayashi et al. (col. 2, lines 32-34). 

5. Claims 37-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rondel et al. in view of Maruta et al. 

As to claim 37, Rondel et al. teach: 

receiving one or more input commands in a communication device, (the user 
depressing any key to start the operation, col. 7, line 68, and col. 8, lines 1); 
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storing audio in the target langue corresponding to the custom phrase (storing 
phrases by training the voice language translator to the user's voice, col. 10, lines 2-3, 
and lines 11-12). 

Rondel et al. do not teach: 

storing text in the user's- language corresponding to a custom phrase; 
receiving a selection of the phrase from a list of phrases in a user's language; 
outputting the phrase in the target language from the communication device; 
However, Maruta et al. do teach: 

storing text in the user's language corresponding to a custom phrase (generating 
patters of characters of the readout phrases, and storing these patterns col. 7, lines 10- 
11). 

receiving a selection of the phrase from a list of phrases in a user's language (a 
number of phrases are stored in phrase memory, one of the phrases are then is 
displayed, col. 7 lines 42-45, col. 8, lines 11-12 ). 

outputting the phrase in the target language from the communication device 
(phrase is displayed, and if the Japanese-English button is pressed, the phrase is 
translated, col. 7, lines 3-6, and col. 8, lines 23-24). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the phrase 
selection system of Maruta et al. to increase the ability of the method to find the desired 
phrase as taught by Maruta et al. (col. 1 , lines 60-62). 
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As to claim 38, Rondel et al. teach: 

displaying a list of phrase categories in the user's language (the subgroup 
selections are displayed, col. 15, lines 15-17); 

receiving a selection of one of the phrase categories (a selection from the 
subgroups is made, col. 15, lines 16-18). 

As to claim 39, Rondel et al. teach the step of receiving a selection of further 
comprises receiving a selection of a custom phrase category (personalizing the phrases 
on a cartridge and using the phrases to translate a sentence, col. 15, lines 56-59). 

As to claim 40, Rondel et al. teach receiving a selection of a portion of the phrase 
from a secondary list, (language cartridges can be mounted and used in unison to 
combine phrases into sentences, col. 6, lines 33-36, and col. 10, lines 11-19). 

As to claim 41 , Rondel et al. teach receiving the audio in the target language 
through a microphone, (a microphone connected to the voice language translator, col. 
6, lines 9-11). 

As to claim 42, Rondel et al. teach, receiving input commands in the 
communication device corresponding to the text in the user's language (differing buttons 
are depressed to input different user commands, (col. 13, lines 1-5), it would be obvious 
for these commands to be in the users language so that they are useful to the user. 
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As to claim 43, Rondel et al. teach: 

input controls for receiving commands from a user (control keys, col. 5, Iine14); 
a speaker (col. 6, line 8); 

a processing system configured to store audio in a target language 
corresponding to the custom phrase (a translation machine with a CPU, able to store 
phrases by training the voice language translator to the user's voice which is linked to 
translations of the audio in the target language, col. 5, lines 22, and col. 10, lines 2-3, 
and lines 11-12); 

play the custom phrase in the target language from the speaker (the spoken 
sentence is emitted via the speaker in the foreign language, col. 14, lines 65-68). 
Rondel et al. do not teach: 

a processing system configured to store text entered by the user in the user's 
language corresponding to the custom phrase; 

the processing system further configured to receive a selection of the custom 
phrase from a list of phrases in the user's language. 

However, Maruta et al. do teach: 

a processing system configured to store text in a user's language corresponding 
to the custom phrase, (generating patters of characters of the readout phrases, and 
storing these patterns col. 7, lines 10-11); 

the processing system further configured to receive a selection of the custom 
phrase from a list of phrases in the user's language (a processing device where the 
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desired Japanese phrases are found by using the Japanese select key, col. 1, lines 58- 
62). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the input receiving system of Rondel et al. with the phrase 
selection system of Maruta et al. to increase the ability of the method to find the desired 
phrase as taught by Maruta et al. (col. 1, lines 60-62). 

As to claim 44, Rondel et al. teach: 

displaying a list of phrase categories in the user's language (the subgroup 
selections are displayed, col. 15, lines 15-17); 

receiving a selection of one of the phrase categories (a selection from the 
subgroups is made, col. 15, lines 16-18). 

As to claim 45, Rondel et al. teach the list of phrase categories includes a custom 
phrase category, (personalizing the phrases on a cartridge and selecting from the 
phrases to translate a sentence, col. 15, lines 56-59). 

As to claim 46, Rondel et al. teach the processing system is further configured to 
receive a selection of a phrase category (personalized phrase on a cartridge are used to 
translate a sentence, col. 15, liens 56-59). 
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As to claim 47, Rondel et al. teach the processing system is further configured to 
receive a selection of a portion of the custom phrase from a secondary list, (the case 
includes slots for simultaneously receiving at least two voice language cartridges, col. 9, 
lines 12-14). 

As to claim 48, Rondel et al. teach further comprising a microphone, wherein the 
processing system is further configured to receive the audio in the target language 
through the microphone (microphone connected to the voice language translator case, 
col. 6, lines 11-12). 

As to claim 49, Rondel et al. teach: 

storing personal information in a communication device using a user's language 
(personalizing the phrases on the different cartridges, col. 15, lines 55-60). 

outputting the information from the communication device in a target language 
(the spoken sentence is emitted via the speaker in the foreign language, col. 14, lines 
65-67). 



As to claim 50, Rondel et al. teach the step of outputting the information is 
access controlled by the user, (the user depresses the select key if the input language 
has been appropriately identified in his voice, and the translated, col. 14, lines 60-67). 
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As to claim 51 , Rondel et al teach the access categories controlled by the user 
are selected from one or more of name, age, birth date, current date and time, company 
affiliation, address, nationality, sex, marital status, customs, family, clothing 
preferences, and sizes, entertainment preferences, tourist preferences, professional 
background, educational background, hobbies, financial information, travel origination 
and destination, and food preferences, (categories can made up travel origination and 
destination such as a "train station," or "Prague," col. 15, lines 14-25). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas E. Shortledge whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-7612. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on (571)272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



TS 

5/25/05 




